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Eastern Sierra Unified School District (ESUSD)
Enrollment Area Map

Note: The ESUSD does not have attendance boundaries. Any student may attend any
school as long as they apply. The ESUSD area is white in the map below.
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Eastern Sierra Unified School District

P.O. Box 575 — 231 Kingsley Street
Bridgeport, CA 93517
Telephone (760) 932-7443 — Fax (760) 932-7140

Don Clark, Ed.D. Board of Trustees

Superintendent Jimmy Little
John Peters
Gabe Segura
Bob Tems
Ann Aylesworth
May 19, 2016
Mono County
ATTN: Wendy Sugimura
PO Box 347

Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546

RE: LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR MONO COUNTY’S ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
PROJECT

Dear Mono County:

The Bridgeport Elementary School supports Mono County’s Active Transportation Program (ATP) project which will
increase biking and walking, increase safety and travel options for those not traveling by vehicle, reduce vehicle use and
greenhouse gas emissions, and enhance public health, with a special effort to reduce childhood obesity by focusing on

school routes.

We understand the project will include the following elements in Bridgeport:
e Completion of sidewalk gaps and segments on Main Street, and pedestrian/bike improvements along adjacent
County roads, to connect residential areas and the elementary school;
e Improvements to pedestrian and designated school crossings on US 395/Main Street, improving the safety of
walking and biking to the schools, and between the schools and destinations such as the park and library; and
e Specifically, pedestrian crossings will be enhanced with a permanent bulb-out and pedestrian-activated crossing
lights, and possibly temporary bulb-out and pedestrian refuge features.

This project builds upon the 2012 Bridgeport Main Street Revitalization Project, a planning effort funded by a Caltrans
Community-Based Transportation Planning Grant. Community participation in this planning effort was outstanding, and
resulted in strong consensus on projects to improve mobility, connectivity, and community vitality. In fact, the planning
effort was implemented within eight weeks of conclusion through a road diet consisting of travel lane reductions, the
installation of innovative back-in angled parking, and the addition of bike lanes. This project was recently awarded the
2015 Caltrans Excellence in Transportation Award for a Highway as a Main Street.

The currently proposed project will continue to benefit our local community, and we wish the County success with the
grant application.
Sincey

Don Clark
Principal





¥ Eastern Sierra Unified School District

P.0. Box 575 - 231 Kingsley Street
Bridgeport, CA 93517
Telephone (760) 932-7443 - Fax (760) 932-7140

Don Clark, Ed.D. Board of Trustees

Superintendent Jimmy Little
John Peters

Gabe Segura

Bob Tems

Ann Aylesworth

May 17, 2016

Mono County

ATTN: Wendy Sugimura
PO Box 347

Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546

RE: LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR MONO COUNTY’S ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
PROJECT

Dear Mono County:

The Eastern Sierra Unified School District supports Mono County’s Active Transportation Program (ATP) project which
will increase biking and walking, increase safety and travel options for those not traveling by vehicle, reduce vehicle use
and greenhouse gas emissions, and enhance public health, with a special effort to reduce childhood obesity by focusing on
school routes.

We understand the project will include the following elements in Bridgeport:
e Completion of sidewalk gaps and segments on Main Street, and pedestrian/bike improvements along adjacent
County roads, to connect residential areas and the elementary school;
e Improvements to pedestrian and designated school crossings on US 395/Main Street, improving the safety of
walking and biking to the schools, and between the schools and destinations such as the park and library; and
o Specifically, pedestrian crossings will be enhanced with a permanent bulb-out and pedestrian-activated crossing
lights, and possibly temporary bulb-out and pedestrian refuge features.

This project builds upon the 2012 Bridgeport Main Street Revitalization Project, a planning effort funded by a Caltrans
Community-Based Transportation Planning Grant. Community participation in this planning effort was outstanding, and
resulted in strong consensus on projects to improve mobility, connectivity, and community vitality. In fact, the planning
effort was implemented within eight weeks of conclusion through a road diet consisting of travel lane reductions, the
installation of innovative back-in angled parking, and the addition of bike lanes. This project was recently awarded the
2015 Caltrans Excellence in Transportation Award for a Highway as a Main Street.

The currently proposed project will continue to benefit our local community, and we wish the County success with the
grant application.

Sincegely,

Y

Don Clark
Superintendent






STATE OF CALIFORNIA—CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN Jr., Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 9

500 SOUTH MAIN STREET

BISHOP, CA 93514

Serious Drought.

PHONE (760) 872-0691 Serious drought.
FAX (760) 872-5225 Help save water!
TTY 711

www.dot.ca.gov

May 31, 2016

California Department of Transportation

Division of Local Assistance, MS 1

Attn: Office of Active Transportation & Special Programs
PO Box 942874

Sacramento, CA 94274-0001

Letter of Support

Dear Office of Active Transportation & Special Programs:

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), District 9, Office of Traffic Operations
and Traffic Safety has received and reviewed the Active Transportation Program application for
the Mono County Complete Streets: Bridgeport Main Street Revitalization Project. The purpose
of this letter is to acknowledge the project’s occurrence on the State Highway System and to
concur with the proposed scope of work. This letter does not imply approval of any project
funding or permission to construct. An Encroachment Permit application and approval is
required prior to any construction activities within Caltrans right of way.

As the District 9 Traffic Operations Engineer, | support this application and the resulting project.

Please do not hesitate to contact me at (760) 872-0650 if you have any questions or concerns
regarding this matter.

Sincerely,

7W Wi

TERESA ERLWEIN PE
District 9 Traffic Operations Engineer

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability™
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: U.S.'-'Censﬁs Bureau

AMERICAN (.-.._\\
FactFinder \- ._)\
B19013 MEDIAN HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN THE PAST 12 MONTHS (IN 2014 INFLATION-ADJUSTED DOLLARS)

Universe: Households
2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.

Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Bridgeport CDP, California
Estimate Margin of Error

Median household income in the past 12 months (in 2014 39,118 +/-66,042
Inflation-adjusted dollars)

Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.

While the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in
ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.

Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As
a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Explanation of Symbols:

1. An"** entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.

2. An'-'entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.

3. An - following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.

4. An '+ following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.

5. An "**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.

6. An "*****' antry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.

7. An'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is too small.

8. An'(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.

1 ofl 03/30/2016





U.S.'-—'Censﬁs Bureau

AMERICAN _ (
FactFinder \- ._)\
DPO5 ACS DEMOGRAPHIC AND HOUSING ESTIMATES

2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.

Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Subject Bridgeport CDP, California
Estimate Margin of Error Percent Percent Margin of
Error
SEX AND AGE
Total population 761 +/-267 761 (X)
Male 324 +/-184 42.6% +/-12.3
Female 437 +/-124 57.4% +/-12.3
Under 5 years 6 +/-10 0.8% +/-1.4
5to 9 years 0 +/-12 0.0% +/-4.5
10 to 14 years 0 +/-12 0.0% +/-4.5
15to 19 years 103 +/-111 13.5% +/-11.3
20 to 24 years 30 +/-45 3.9% +/-6.7
25to 34 years 21 +/-22 2.8% +/-2.9
35 to 44 years 42 +/-61 5.5% +/-7.3
45 to 54 years 140 +/-107 18.4% +/-12.4
55 to 59 years 63 +/-59 8.3% +/-7.1
60 to 64 years 111 +/-103 14.6% +/-14.3
65 to 74 years 123 +/-89 16.2% +/-10.3
75 to 84 years 24 +/-31 3.2% +/-4.1
85 years and over 98 +/-72 12.9% +/-10.2
Median age (years) 57.6 +/-7.0 (X) (X)
18 years and over 755 +/-267 99.2% +/-1.4
21 years and over 641 +/-185 84.2% +/-10.9
62 years and over 259 +/-111 34.0% +/-14.1
65 years and over 245 +/-116 32.2% +/-14.0
18 years and over 755 +/-267 755 (X)
Male 324 +/-184 42.9% +/-12.3
Female 431 +/-124 57.1% +/-12.3
65 years and over 245 +/-116 245 (X)
Male 103 +/-68 42.0% +/-26.4
Female 142 +/-104 58.0% +/-26.4
RACE
Total population 761 +/-267 761 (X)

1 of3 05/30/2016





Subject

One race
Two or more races

One race
White
Black or African American
American Indian and Alaska Native
Cherokee tribal grouping
Chippewa tribal grouping
Navajo tribal grouping
Sioux tribal grouping
Asian
Asian Indian
Chinese
Filipino
Japanese
Korean
Vietnamese
Other Asian
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander
Native Hawaiian
Guamanian or Chamorro
Samoan
Other Pacific Islander
Some other race
Two or more races
White and Black or African American
White and American Indian and Alaska Native
White and Asian

Black or African American and American Indian and
Alaska Native

Race alone or in combination with one or more other
races
Total population

White

Black or African American

American Indian and Alaska Native

Asian

Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander
Some other race

HISPANIC OR LATINO AND RACE
Total population
Hispanic or Latino (of any race)
Mexican
Puerto Rican
Cuban
Other Hispanic or Latino
Not Hispanic or Latino
White alone
Black or African American alone
American Indian and Alaska Native alone
Asian alone
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander alone

Some other race alone
Two or more races
Two races including Some other race

Two races excluding Some other race, and Three
or more races

2 of 3

Estimate

654
107

654
324

17
112
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156
107

101

761
425
17
213
46

162

761
182
156

13

13
579
304

17
112

40

101

101

Bridgeport CDP, California

Margin of Error Percent Percent Margin of
Error
+/-250 85.9% +/-12.5
+/-99 14.1% +/-12.5
+/-250 85.9% +/-12.5
+/-172 42.6% +/-18.9
+/-15 2.2% +/-2.1
+/-99 14.7% +/-14.1
+/-12 0.0% +/-4.5
+/-12 0.0% +/-4.5
+/-12 0.0% +/-4.5
+/-12 0.0% +/-4.5
+/-59 5.3% +/-7.7
+/-12 0.0% +/-4.5
+/-58 4.9% +/-7.7
+/-12 0.0% +/-4.5
+/-12 0.0% +/-4.5
+/-8 0.4% +/-0.9
+/-12 0.0% +/-4.5
+/-12 0.0% +/-4.5
+/-11 0.7% +/-1.7
+/-12 0.0% +/-4.5
+/-12 0.0% +/-4.5
+/-12 0.0% +/-4.5
+/-11 0.7% +/-1.7
+/-198 20.5% +/-22.3
+/-99 14.1% +/-12.5
+/-12 0.0% +/-4.5
+/-99 13.3% +/-12.4
+/-12 0.0% +/-4.5
+/-12 0.0% +/-4.5
+/-267 761 )
+/-207 55.8% +/-21.7
+/-15 2.2% +/-2.1
+/-92 28.0% +/-12.6
+/-60 6.0% +/-7.9
+/-11 0.7% +/-1.7
+/-198 21.3% +/-22.2
+/-267 761 )
+/-181 23.9% +/-19.7
+/-198 20.5% +/-22.3
+/-25 1.7% +/-3.7
+/-12 0.0% +/-4.5
+/-19 1.7% +/-3.1
+/-209 76.1% +/-19.7
+/-174 39.9% +/-17.7
+/-15 2.2% +/-2.1
+/-99 14.7% +/-14.1
+/-59 5.3% +/-7.7
+/-11 0.7% +-1.7
+/-12 0.0% +/-4.5
+/-99 13.3% +/-12.4
+/-12 0.0% +/-4.5
+/-99 13.3% +/-12.4

05/30/2016





Subject Bridgeport CDP, California

Estimate Margin of Error Percent Percent Margin of
Error

Total housing units 389 +/-111 (X) X)

Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.

For more information on understanding race and Hispanic origin data, please see the Census 2010 Brief entitled, Overview of Race and Hispanic
Origin: 2010, issued March 2011. (pdf format)

While the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in
ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.

Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As
a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Explanation of Symbols:

1. An"** entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.

2. An'-'entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.

3. An - following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.

4. An '+ following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.

5. An "**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.

6. An "*****' antry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.

7. An'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is too small.

8. An'(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.
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Wendy Sugimura

From: Wallace, Melanie@CCC <Melanie.Wallace@ccc.ca.gov> on behalf of ATP@CCC
<ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>

Sent: Wednesday, June 08, 2016 8:30 AM

To: Kelly Garcia

Subject: RE: 2016 ATP Application - Bridgeport Main Street

Hi Kelly,

The CCC is unable to assist with this project. Please include a copy of this email with your application as proof of
reaching us.

Thank you,

Melanie Wallace
916.341.3153

From: Kelly Garcia [mailto:kelly@rci-nv.com]

Sent: Tuesday, June 07, 2016 4:47 PM

To: ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>

Subject: RE: 2016 ATP Application - Bridgeport Main Street

Hi, Melanie. The full project name is “Mono County Complete Streets: Bridgeport Main Street Revitalization Project”. |
have attached a copy of the cost estimate that will give you more detail on the scope of work.

Thank you.
-K

Kelly Garcia
Senior Engineer

Resource Concepts Inc.
212 Elks Point Rd., Ste. 443, (PO Box 11796) Zephyr Cove, NV 89448
340 N. Minnesota St., Carson City, NV 89703

Phone: 775-588-7500 Ext. 4206 Direct: 775-301-4206
Email: kelly@rci-nv.com Website: www.rci-nv.com

From: Wallace, Melanie@CCC [mailto:Melanie.Wallace@ccc.ca.gov] On Behalf Of ATP@CCC
Sent: Tuesday, June 07, 2016 4:38 PM

To: Kelly Garcia <kelly@rci-nv.com>

Subject: RE: 2016 ATP Application - Bridgeport Main Street

Hi Kelly,

What is the name of this project? Do you have a scope of work?





Thank you,

Melanie Wallace

Chief Deputy Analyst
California Conservation Corps
1719 24" Street

Sacramento, CA 95816

0 (916)341-3153

M (916)508-1167

F (877)315-5085
melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov

Every Californian should conserve water. Find out how at:

Save Qur

Water

SaveOurWater.com - Drought.CA.gov

From: Kelly Garcia [mailto:kelly@rci-nv.com]

Sent: Tuesday, June 07, 2016 4:01 PM

To: ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>

Cc: 'Wendy Sugimura' <wsugimura@mono.ca.gov>
Subject: 2016 ATP Application - Bridgeport Main Street

Dear California Conservation Corps:

Mono County is submitting an application for the Active Transportation Program under the Cycle 3, 2106 program. The
project is in Bridgeport, with the anticipated construction to occur in the spring of 2021. The project description follows:

On US 395 in Bridgeport, CA: Installation of sidewalks, permanent bulb-outs and rapid rectangular flashing
beacons at School Street crosswalk, seasonal bulb-outs at Sinclair Street and mid-block crosswalk location,
pedestrian lighting, and speed limit radar feedback signs.

As you must know, it is an application requirement to seek assistance from the CCC. Do you see any opportunities for
participation with the above-described project?

Regards,

Kelly Garcia
Senior Engineer

MI

Resource Concepts Inc.

212 Elks Point Rd., Ste. 443, (PO Box 11796) Zephyr Cove, NV 89448
340 N. Minnesota St., Carson City, NV 89703

Phone: 775-588-7500 Ext. 4206 Direct: 775-301-4206
Email: kelly@rci-nv.com Website: www.rci-nv.com






Form Date: April, 2016 ATP Cycle 3 Call for Projects - Application Form — Attachment A

Part C: Attachments
Attachment A: Signature Page

IMPORTANT: Applications will not be accepted without all required signatures.

Implementing Agency: Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director, or other officer authorized by the governing board

The undersigned affirms that their agency will be the “Implementing Agency” for the project if funded with ATP funds and they are
the Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to
commit the agency'’s resources and funds. They are also affirming that the statements contained in this application package are
true and complete to the best of their knowledge. For infrastructure projects, the undersigned affirms that they are the manager of
the public right-of-way facilities (responsible for their maintenance and operation) or they have authority over this position.

Signature: (M/A/,/y Date:  June 14,2016

Name: Jeff(lﬂlﬂters Phone: (760) 932-5440
Title: Public Works Director e-mail: jwalters@mono.ca.gov

For projects with a Partnering Agency: Chief Executive Officer or other officer authorized by the governing board

(For use only when appropriate)

The undersigned affirms that their agency is committed to partner with the “Implementing Agency” and agrees to assume the
responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the facility upon completion by the implementing agency and they
intend to document such agreement per the CTC guidelines. The undersigned also affirms that they are the Chief Executive Officer
or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to commit the agency’s resources and funds. They are also
affirming that the statements contained in this application package are true and complete to the best of their knowledge.

Signature: Date:
Name: Phone:
Title: e-mail:

For projects with encroachments on the State right-of-way: Caltrans District Traffic Operations Office Approval*

(For use only when appropriate)

If the application’s project proposes improvements within a freeway or state highway right-of-way, whether it affects the safety or
operations of the facility or not, it is required that the proposed improvements be reviewed by the district traffic operations office
and either a letter of support/acknowledgement from the traffic operations office be attached or the signature of the traffic
manager be secured in the application. The Caltrans letter and/or signature does not imply approval of the project, but instead is
only an acknowledgement that Caltrans District staff is aware of the proposed project; and upon initial review, the project appears
to be reasonable and acceptable.

Is a letter of support/acknowledgement attached? _Yes  If yes, no signature is required. If no, the following signature is required.

Signature: Date:
Name: Phone:
Title: e-mail:

* Contact the District Local Assistance Engineer (DLAE) for the project to get Caltrans Traffic Ops contact information. DLAE contact information can
be found at http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/LocalPrograms/dlae.htm






MONO COUNTY

REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN

Mono County Local Transportation Commission
Mono County Community Development Department

Town of Mammoth Lakes Community Development
Department





MONO COUNTY LOCAL TRANSPORTATION
COMMISSION

COMMISSIONERS
Fred Stump, Chair (Mono County)
Shields Richardson, Vice-Chair (Mammoth Lakes)
Jo Bacon (Mammoth Lakes)
Tim Fesko (Mono County)
Larry Johnston (Mono County)
Sandy Hogan (Mammoth Lakes)

STAFF
Mono County
Scott Burns, LTC Director
Gerry Le Francois, Principal Planner
Wendy Sugimura, Associate Analyst
Jeff Walters, Public Works Director
Garrett Higerd, Associate Engineer
Courtney Weiche, Associate Planner
C.D. Ritter, LTC Secretary
Megan Mahalffey, Fiscal Analyst

Town of Mammoth Lakes
Haislip Hayes, Associate Civil Engineer
Jamie Robertson, Assistant Engineer

Caltrans District 9
Brent Green, District 9 Director
Ryan Dermody, Deputy District 9 Director Planning, Modal Programs, and Local Assistance
Denee Alcala, Transportation Planning Branch Supervisor

Eastern Sierra Transit Authority (ESTA)
John Helm, Executive Director
Jill Batchelder, Program Coordinator





CHAPTER 3 REGIONAL POLICY ELEMENT

Objective 7.A.4. Work as a member of the Rural Counties Task Force to pursue and secure funding for local
transportation and demand management projects.
Time frame: Within the 10-year short-term time frame of this plan.

Policy 7.B. Encourage large employers (50+ employees) to provide transit to employees and to promote
carpooling among their employees.

Objective 7.B.1. Work with existing large employers to set up and monitor employee transit programs, such
as employee shuttle services and carpooling.

Time frame: Within the 10-year short-term time frame of this plan.

Objective 7.B.2. Require future large-space development to coordinate transportation services for employees
with the provision of employee housing and, if necessary, to submit an employee transportation
program as a condition of development approval.

Time frame: Within the 10-year short-term time frame of this plan.

Policy 7.C. Transportation plans and projects shall be consistent with the Ozone Attainment Plan for Mono
County, the Air Quality Management Plan for Mammoth Lakes, the Particulate Emissions
Regulations for Mammoth Lakes, the GBUAPCD's Regulation XII, Conformity to State
Implementation Plans of Transportation Plans, Programs, and Projects Developed, Funded or
Approved Under Title 23 U.S.C. or the Federal Transit Act, and other applicable local, state,
and federal air emissions regulations.

Objective 7.C.1. Consult with the Great Basin Unified Air Pollution Control District (GBUAPCD) on
transportation plans and projects and on the transportation element of future development
projects.

Time frame: Ongoing over the 20-year time frame of this plan; implement at the time of
project processing/approval.

Objective 7.C.2. Work with the Town of Mammoth Lakes and the GBUAPCD, as applicable, to ensure the
budget of 66,452 VMT for travel on a peak winter day in the unincorporated county within the
Mammoth Air Basin is not exceeded. New development proposals must be reviewed and
projected increases in peak VMT must be less than the VMT limit.

Time frame: Ongoing over the 20-year time frame of this plan; implement at the time of
project processing/approval.

LIVABLE COMMUNITIES

GOAL 8. PLAN AND IMPLEMENT A TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION SYSTEM THAT
PROVIDES FOR LIVABLE COMMUNITIES, WHILE MAINTAINING EFFICIENT TRAFFIC
FLOW AND ALTERNATIVE TRANSPORTATION MODES TO THE AUTOMOBILE.

Policy 8.A. Design or modify roadways to keep speeds low within community areas in order to provide a
safe and comfortable environment through communities for all users, including bicyclists and

pedestrians.

Objective 8.A.1. Design or modify roadways to keep speeds on local streets in accordance with Mono County
Code 11.12.
Time frame: Ongoing over the 20-year time frame of this plan; implement at time of project

approval.

Objective 8.A.2. Design or modify roadways inside communities to keep speeds on arterials and collectors in
accordance with Mono County Code 11.12.

Time frame: Ongoing over the 20-year time frame of this plan; implement at time of project
approval.

Objective 8.A.3. Increase pedestrian and transit friendliness of streets by using context- sensitive design
measures such as those identified in the Bridgeport Main Street Plan and as listed below. Some
of these measures may not be appropriate on interregional routes.

e Gateway entrances

e Narrower travel lanes (10-11 feet)
e Medians with turning pockets

e Bike lanes
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CHAPTER 3 REGIONAL POLICY ELEMENT

Provision for parking lanes (7-8 feet)

Roundabouts

Bus pullouts for regional and intra-city bus service

Landscaping between street and sidewalk (such as hanging flower baskets and street

trees)

6-12 foot wide sidewalks at right of way line

Textured or colored pavement materials in sidewalks and streets in selected locations

Curb extensions

Numerous crosswalks

Flashing lights or other warning devices

Pedestrian-oriented warning signs

Landscape treatments to help slow traffic

Building design and placement to give a sense of enclosure

Aesthetically compatible CMS/speed radar feedback/alert system to slow traffic and

enforce speed limits through towns
Time frame: Ongoing over the 20-year time frame of this plan; implement at time of project

approval.

Objective 8.A.4. Research and, if feasible, establish a modal hierarchy for streets; for example, high-traffic
arterials would be automobile focused, followed by transit, bikes, and pedestrians. Residential
neighborhood streets may be prioritized for pedestrians first.

Time frame: Within the 10-year short-term time frame of this plan.

Objective 8.A.5. Pursue changes in state legislation or other methods to provide the flexibility to set speed
limits based on special local conditions and circumstances.
Time frame: Ongoing over the 20-year time frame of this plan.

Policy 8.B. Increase safety, mobility and access for pedestrians and bicyclists within community areas.

Objective 8.B.1. Design the street system with multiple connections and direct routes.

Time frame: Ongoing over the 20-year time frame of this plan; implement at time of project
approval.

Objective 8.B.2. Provide networks for pedestrians and bicyclists that are as safe as the network for
motorists. Functional, safe and secure travel ways for pedestrians and bicyclists may include
the following measures:

e Sidewalks with ample widths
e Curbs and gutters
e Planter strips to separate sidewalks from the street

Parked cars along the street

Crosswalk at appropriate intervals that meet warrants and provide logical pathways

Raised medians with pedestrian refuges where warranted on wide streets

Context-sensitive lighting

Bus pullouts for regional and intra-city bus service

Bicycle lanes in town centers serving as a 5- or 6-foot buffer between the parking lane

or sidewalk and the travel lane.

e Snow removal
Time frame: Ongoing over the 20-year time frame of this plan; implement at time of project
approval.

Objective 8.B.3. Provide pedestrians and bicyclists with shortcuts and alternatives to travel along high-
volume streets; e.g., separate trails along direct routes and new access points for walking and
biking.

Time frame: Ongoing over the 20-year time frame of this plan; implement at time of project
approval.

Objective 8.B.4. Incorporate transit-oriented design features into streetscape renovations; e.g., covered
shelters, marked bus pullouts, along with ADA-compatible improvements.

Time frame: Ongoing over the 20-year time frame of this plan; implement at time of project
approval.

Policy 8.C. Transform communities into more attractive, functional, safe and enjoyable spaces.
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CHAPTER 3 REGIONAL POLICY ELEMENT

Objective 8.C.1. Utilize context-sensitive traffic-control alternatives wherever feasible. Explore alternatives to
traffic signals including four-way stop signs and roundabouts.

Time frame: Ongoing over the 20-year time frame of this plan; implement at time of project
approval.

Objective 8.C.2. Provide streetscape improvements; e.g., lighting (for edges, walkways, and to screen parking
areas), landscaping, benches, trash receptacles.

Time frame: Ongoing over the 20-year time frame of this project.

Objective 8.C.3. Maintain public spaces; e.g., pressure wash sidewalks, remove litter, groom landscaping,
repair damaged benches and trash receptacles.

Time frame: Ongoing over the 20-year time frame of this project.

Objective 8.C.4. Continue to be creative in dealing with snow plowing and storage in order not to block
sidewalks, parking areas, and street access in community areas.
Time frame: Ongoing over the 20-year time frame of this project.

Objective 8.C.5. Work to improve ADA access in all communities.

Time frame: Ongoing over the 20-year time frame of this project.

Objective 8.C.6. As land uses and building changes occur, seek to provide a walkable development pattern
with a mix of uses within that area. Provide design guidelines to enhance the streetscape
appearance.

Time frame: Ongoing over the 20-year time frame of this project.
Objective 8.C.7. Improve parking in community areas by implementing the following measures:
e Clearly mark on-street parking
e Provide parking on side streets with direct and easy connections to Main Street
e Control access to parking areas
e Consider mixed-use designs that incorporate parking behind or below commercial or
other structures
e Improve the layout of on-site parking to minimize pedestrian conflicts and prevent
backing into the roadway to exit.
Time frame: Ongoing over the 20-year time frame of this project.

Policy 8.D. Consider and develop context-sensitive design measures for communities. Work with Caltrans
to consider and develop “context-sensitive design” standards for communities along state
highways including the interregional routes.

Objective 8.D.1. Work with Caltrans to consider and develop context-sensitive design standards within
developed communities on the state highway system.

Time frame: Ongoing over the 20-year time frame of this project.

Objective 8.D.2. Identify and develop demonstration projects for the implementation of context-sensitive
designs and measure their success, such as has been done along Bridgeport’s Main Street.
Time frame: Ongoing over the 20-year time frame of this project.

Objective 8.D.3. Monitor the work of Caltrans, Division of New Technologies, to keep abreast of new
products and features as they are approved.

Time frame: Ongoing over the 20-year time frame of this project.

Objective 8.D.4. Work closely with Caltrans, Mono County, the Town of Mammoth Lakes and product
manufacturers to have new products developed for applications on the town, county, and state
transportation system.

Time frame: Ongoing over the 20-year time frame of this project.

OPERATIONAL IMPROVEMENT

GOAL 9. PROVIDE FOR AN IMPROVED COUNTYWIDE HIGHWAY AND ROADWAY SYSTEM TO
SERVE THE LONG-RANGE PROJECTED TRAVEL DEMAND TO IMPROVE SAFETY.

Policy 9.A. Enhance the safety of the countywide road system.

Objective 9.A.1. Support projects on local roads that upgrade structural adequacy, consistent with Caltrans
standards and county Road Standards.
Time frame: Ongoing over the 20-year time frame of this project.
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CHAPTER 3 REGIONAL POLICY ELEMENT
ACTIVE AND NON-MOTORIZED TRANSPORTATION

GOAL 12. PROVIDE FOR THE USE OF NON-MOTORIZED MEANS OF TRANSPORTATION, WHICH
INCREASES THE PROPORTION OF TRIPS ACCOMPLISHED BY BIKING AND WALKING,
INCREASES THE SAFETY AND MOBILITY OF NON-MOTORIZED USERS, ENHANCES
PUBLIC HEALTH, AND PROVIDES A BROAD SPECTRUM OF PROJECTS TO BENEFIT
MANY TYPES OF ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION USERS.

Policy 12.A. Develop and implement multi-modal transportation plans, programs or projects for all
community areas to provide for the development of well-coordinated and designed non-
motorized and motorized transportation facilities.

Objective 12.A.1. Implement policies and programs in Town and County multi-modal policies, including the
Mono County Trails Plan (Appendix G) and Bicycle Transportation Plan (Appendix H).

Time frame: Ongoing within the next five years as funding becomes available.

Objective 12.A.2. Implement recommendations for non-motorized facilities contained in the Main Street
Revitalization Plan for US 395 through Bridgeport.

Time frame: Currently being completed.

Objective 12.A.3. Implement multi-modal projects identified in the list of current programming and projects
(Appendix D).

Time frame: Ongoing within the next five years as funding becomes available.

Policy 12.B. Seek opportunities for federal, state, county, town, and private participation, when appropriate,
in the construction and maintenance of non-motorized facilities.
Objective 12.B.1. Seek partnership opportunities for the following projects:
e Countywide bicycle and pedestrian trail development
e Pedestrian improvements in community areas
e Transportation options to Bodie State Historic Park
e Other non-motorized transportation projects as applicable
e ADA compliance
Time frame: Within the 10-year short-term time frame of this plan.

Policy 12.C. Leverage current funding sources to provide maximum funding opportunities for active
transportation type projects .

Objective 12.C.1. Pursue ATP and other grant funding for non-motorized transportation projects.

Time frame: Within the 10-year short-term time frame of this plan.

Objective 12.C.2. Pursue opportunities for ATP funding and other grants for disadvantaged communities by
qualifying criteria and, when possible, submitting data showing how local communities qualify
as disadvantaged.

Time frame: Within the 10-year short-term time frame of this plan.

Policy 12.D. Plan for and provide a continuous and easily accessible trail system within the region,
particularly in June Lake and other community areas (see the June Lake Loop Trails Plan).
When possible, use existing roads and trails to develop a trail system. Connect the trail system
to commercial and recreational areas, parking facilities, residential areas, and transit services.
See the Mono County General Plan Conservation/Open Space Element for additional policies
relating to trails.

Objective 12.D.1. Work with appropriate agencies, organizations, and community groups to further develop
the proposed Eastern Sierra Regional Trail (ESRT) for Mono County. The ESRT is currently a
conceptual plan for a trail system that would increase recreational opportunities in the county
as well as provide crucial linkages to and between communities that are currently not met with
existing modes of transit. The conceptual plan includes both historic-route sections and
community-route sections.

Time frame: Within the next 10 years, during the short-term time frame of this plan.

Objective 12.D.2. Project managers for Town, County and State projects shall regularly consult with local
citizens, commissions/committees and mobility user groups such as the cycling community,
Regional Planning Advisory Committees, and the town Planning and Economic Development
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CHAPTER 3 REGIONAL POLICY ELEMENT

Commission during project design to determine if bike and pedestrian facilities are appropriate
or warranted.
Time frame: Ongoing over the 20-year time frame of this plan: review compliance during the
County budget process and the biennial SHOPP, STIP and ATP process.
Objective 12.D.3. Work with other communities in the unincorporated county on trails plan development
based on level of community interest and staff capacity.
Time frame: Within the next 10 years, during the short-term time frame of this plan.

Policy 12.E. Develop a safe and convenient bicycle and pedestrian circulation system as a portion of the total
active transportation network.

Objective 12.E.1. Implement the Livable Communities goals and policies as previously discussed in that
section (for further information see Livable Communities for Mono County Report, Draft,
January 30, 2000).

Time frame: Ongoing over the 20-year time frame of this plan.

Objective 12.E.2. Develop additional Safe Routes to Schools routes under the ATP.
Time frame: Ongoing over the 20-year time frame of this plan.

Objective 12.E.3. Require rehabilitation projects on streets and highways to consider including bicycle
facilities (e.g., wider shoulders, bike lanes or bike-climbing lanes) that are safe, easily
accessible, convenient to use, and that provide a continuous link between destinations.

Time frame: Ongoing over the 20-year time frame of this plan.

TRANSIT

GOAL 13. ASSIST WITH DEVELOPMENT AND MAINTENANCE OF TRANSIT SYSTEMS AS A
COMPONENT OF MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS IN MONO COUNTY.

Policy 13.A. Support ESTA in providing coordinated transit services in the Eastern Sierra.

Objective 13.A.1. Support implementation of prioritized strategies contained in the Inyo-Mono Counties
Coordinated Public Transit-Human Services Transportation Plan Update.

Time frame: Ongoing over the 20-year time frame of this plan; review annually at the time of
the “unmet transit needs” hearing.

Objective 13.A.2. Maintain and improve transit services for transit-dependent citizens in Mono County,
including the continuation and improvement of social services transportation services. Ensure
that transit services comply with requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA).
Time frame: Ongoing over the 20-year time frame of this plan; review annually at the time of

the “unmet transit needs” hearing.

Objective 13.A.3. Support public transit financially to the level determined 1) by the “reasonable to meet”
criteria during the annual unmet transit needs hearing, and 2) by the amount of available
funds.

Time frame: Ongoing over the 20-year time frame of this plan; review annually at the time of
the “unmet transit needs” hearing.

Objective 13.A.4. Continuously survey transit use to determine the effectiveness of existing services and to
identify possible needed changes in response to changes in land use, travel patterns, and
demographics. Expand services to new areas when density is sufficient to support public
transit. When and where feasible, promote provision of year-round scheduled transit services to
link the communities of Mono County with recreational sites and with business and
employment centers.

Time frame: Ongoing over the 20-year time frame of this plan; review annually at the time of
the “unmet transit needs” hearing.

Objective 13.A.5. Pursue all available funding for the provision of transit services and facilities, including
state and federal funding and public/private partnerships.

Time frame: Ongoing over the 20-year time frame of this plan; review biennially at the time of
the STIP planning process.

Objective 13.A.6. Maximize the use of existing transit services by actively promoting public transportation
through mass media and other marketing strategies.
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CHAPTER 4 COMMUNITY POLICIES

Action 18.B.1.c. Consider improvements to reduce deer collisions in the Valley as needed.

Action 18.B.1.d. Study potential operational and safety improvementsat the intersection of Eastside
Lane and US 395.

Objective 18.C. Provide a loop trail system in the Valley for use by bicyclists and pedestrians.

Policy 18.C.1. Seek funding for development of multi-use and single-purpose trails along routes to be
identified in the Valley.

Objective 18.D. Develop a main street program for US 395 in Walker.
Policy 18.D.1. Create a Main Street plan for Walker to improve the visitor experience, provide for
enhanced wayfinding and use of community assets (park, community center, Mountain Gate, etc.) for

residents and visitors.

Action 18.D.1.a. Seek grant funding for a Main Street program in cooperation with business
owners, Caltrans, and the Regional Planning Advisory Committee.

SWAUGER/DEVIL’S GATE
GOAL 19. Provide and maintain a circulation system that maintains the rural character of the area.
Objective 19.A. Correlate circulation improvements and future land use development.
Policy 19.A.1 Minimize the impacts of new and existing roads.
Action 19.A.1.a. Limit new secondary roads to those necessary for access to private residences.

Action 19.A.1.b. Minimize the visual impacts of roads by using construction practices that minimize
dust and erosion.

Action 19.A.1.c. Prohibit roadway construction on designated wet meadow areas.

Action 19.A.1.d. Establish a speed limit of 25 mph on all secondary roads.

BRIDGEPORT VALLEY

GOAL 20. Provide and maintain a safe and efficient transportation system in the Valley while retaining
the rural qualities of the area and supporting a vibrant local Main Street.

Objective 20.A. Provide safety improvements to the existing circulation system in the Valley.
Policy 20.A.1. Support operational improvements to US 395 and SR 182.

Action 20.A.1.a. Support shoulder widening along US 395 and SR 182 from the Evans Tract to the
Bridgeport Reservoir Dam and state line while continuing to provide for current uses, such as stock
travel.

Action 20.A.1.b. Support study of safety/operational improvements at the following Intersections,
which were also analyzed and considered in the Bridgeport Main Street Revitalization Project Final
Report: junction of US 395/SR 182; Emigrant Street junction with US 395; and Twin Lakes Road
junction with US 395 southbound.

Action 20.A.1.c. Support the addition of bike lanes on SR 182 consistent with the county Bikeway
Plan.
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CHAPTER 4 COMMUNITY POLICIES

Action 20.A.1.d. Support shoulder widening on US 395 north of the Humboldt-Toiyabe National
Forest housing complex.

Action 20.A.1.e. Support a left turn lane on Virginia Lakes Road from northbound US 395.

Policy 20.A.2. Request that the California Highway Patrol enforce the speed limit in Bridgeport.

Policy 20.A.3. Provide parking improvements to address parking-related safety problems.
Action 20.A.3.a. Collaborate with Caltrans to study the ability to reduce red-curbing at the corners of
side streets entering US 395 in Bridgeport due to the back-in angled parking design and/or reduction

of curb cuts.

Action 20.A.3.b. Provide additional off-street parking for County office use, court use, oversize
recreational vehicles such as RVs and trailers, and visitors to Bridgeport.

Action 20.A.3.c. Monitor the operational effectiveness of back-in angled parking design on Main
Street, and continue to improve design and driver education methods.

Policy 20.A.4. Support improvements to SR 270 to enhance the visitor experience.
Action 20.A.4.a. Support efforts to pave/improve SR 270 to Bodie State Historic Park.

Objective 20.B. Provide a trail system in the Valley for use by bicyclists, pedestrians, equestrians, and OHV
use.

Policy 20.B.1. Develop a Trails Plan for all skill levels, ages and user types.

Action 20.B.1.a. Develop a Bridgeport Area Trails Plan illustrating existing regional trails that is
ready for publication and distribution.

Action 20.B.1.b. Develop a wayfinding system that directs travelers to recreation amenities from the
town.

Action 20.B.1.c. Work with appropriate agencies to develop a Bridgeport Area Trails Plan that
identifies future trail development opportunities.

Action 20.B.1.d. Seek all available funding sources for trail improvements and maintenance.

Action 20.B.1.e. Encourage trail users and recreationalists outside the Bridgeport Valley to come into
town by providing services such as a free hiker shuttle.

Policy 20.B.2. Preserve historical access for equestrian use.

Action 20.B.2.a. Encourage dispersed equestrian use consistent with plans and land use
designations.

Policy 20.B.3. Explore winter trails and recreation opportunities.
Action 20.B.2.a. Survey winter trail resort areas, such as the Methow Valley in Washington State, for
success stories, trail plan examples, the trail development process, and financing and maintenance

options.

Action 20.B.2.b. Work with local winter trail organizations to explore development and maintenance
partnerships.
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Objective 20.C. Support Complete Street concepts that provide for safe travel for people using any legal mode
of travel, including bicycling, walking, riding transit, and driving; the Livable Communities policies; and the
results of the Bridgeport Main Street Revitalization Project.

Policy 20.C.1. Develop plans for Main Street Revitalization in Bridgeport, including traffic calming,
pedestrian safety and other enhancements to encourage exploration of the town and surrounding area.

Action 20.C.1.a. Retain, and refine as needed, the current design of one travel lane in each direction
with a center turn lane, and recommend a colored center turn lane.

Action 20.C.1.b. Prioritize and support continued implementation of pedestrian and bicycle facility
improvements, such as completing sidewalk gaps and repairs, (removable) curb extensions,
pedestrian-scale street lights, pedestrian furniture, street trees, crosswalk improvements (increased
number, pedestrian-activated lights), etc.

Action 20.C.1.c. Encourage Main Street properties to take pride in aesthetic appearances and
implement building designs from the Bridgeport Idea Book.

Action 20.C.1.d. Actively seek partners to develop a multi-agency office and visitor center complex.

Action 20.C.1.e. Seek to install monument signs at each end of town to announce to highway
travelers that they are entering a community.

Action 20.C.1.f. Request improved pedestrian access and crossings on the north and south sides of
the Walker River Bridge.

Action 20.C.1.g. Work with Caltrans to install infrastructure for an arch/banner over Main Street.

Policy 20.C.2. Improve multi-modal transportation facilities within and surrounding the town core,
including residential neighborhoods.

Action 20.C.2.a. Improve pedestrian and bicycling facilities, such as bike lanes on Twin Lakes Road,
striping bike/pedestrian lanes on County roads, and possibly pursuing raised sidewalks in the future.

BODIE HILLS!3

GOAL 21. Provide for multiple modes of access to Bodie to enhance safe, convenient travel and
accessibility for Bodie visitors, in a manner consistent with the Bodie Experience.

Objective 21.A. Improve existing transportation and access to the Bodie Bowl. Minimize congestion, traffic
noise, dust, and improve rough roads and parking facilities.

Policy 21.A.1. Limit traffic in the State Park to a level consistent with the Bodie Experience [the Bodie
Experience is defined in the Bodie Bowl Area of Critical Environmental Concern and Bodie Hills
Planning Area: A Recommended Cooperative Management Plan (1993). Policies from that document
have been incorporated into the Mono County Land Use Element.

Action 21.A.1.a. When developing traffic limitations for the Bodie Hills Planning Area, consider the
carrying capacities for the Park (see Table 13), as established in the Bodie State Historic Park Resource
Management Plan of 1979.

13 These policies are integrated from the historic Bodie Hills Multi-Modal Transportation Plan.
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APPENDIX C POTENTIAL PROJECTS
POTENTIAL LOCAL TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS BY AREA/ROAD

US 395 Antelope Valley

Acquisition of nearby deer habitat areas.

Enhancement of deer habitat on the west side of 395 to reduce the number of highway crossings.
Enhance available water and forage for deer.

Install additional deer-crossing warning signs.

Establish roadside turnouts/deer view areas (these would be more appropriate in the Eastside Lane area,
although interpretive signs directing people to Eastside Lane may be appropriate on US 395).

Establish screening vegetation for deer around Marine housing complex, in cooperation with BLM and
Marine Corps.

7. Widen shoulders to allow for vehicle turnouts and scenic viewing.

nhwb=

o

SR 182 Walker River Bridge Project (at Bridgeport Reservoir Dam)

Enhance swallow habitat.

Enlarge existing turnout/parking area and include interpretive facilities.

Improve SR 182 to include a bikeway to the state line.

Provide for improved pedestrian access & crossings on the north/south sides of the bridge.

el

US 395 Bridgeport Main Street

Construct northern sidewalk gap on the west end of town from Buster’s Market site to existing sidewalk.
Improve northern sidewalk from Burger Barn to Walker River Lodge.

Add southern sidewalk section on west end of town from Twin Lakes Road to the rodeo grounds.
Construct (removable) curb extensions and pedestrian-activated warning lights at existing crosswalks.
Improve walkability using features such as pedestrian furniture, pedestrian-scale street lighting,
trash/recycling receptacles, bike racks, additional crosswalks, and street trees/landscaping beautification.
Design and construct signage and wayfinding for the town core.

Design and construct gateway monument signs at the ends of town.

2 Ein

No

Bridgeport Valley Trails
1. Provide for a mountain biking trail in the Bridgeport vicinity.
2. Maintain existing trails.

Twin Lakes Road Resurfacing (Bridgeport)
1. Construct bike lane along shoulder or parallel to existing route, for approximately 13 miles.
2. Enhance wetland values or provide replacement wetlands.

US 395 Conway Summit Passing Lane

Complete four-laning or passing lane addition on US 395 north of Conway Summit.
Install interpretive signs at Mono Basin Overlook regarding deer migration and restrooms.
In conjunction with Cemetery Road project, enhance forage on BLM and State lands.
Preserve via land purchase or other measures scenic Mono Basin properties.
Rehabilitate/stabilize Conway Summit road cuts.

PO

Big Virginia Lake Road and Trailhead Improvements
1. Provide access/fishing pier at Big Virginia Lakes.

US 395 Cemetery Road Passing Lane

1. Fisheries enhancement in Mill Creek (creation of pools, fencing to exclude sheep, providing for fish
passage through upstream diversions on Mill Creek).

2. Enhance forage on BLM and State lands.

3. Vista pullout and parking for Mono Lake viewing and Mill Creek access.

US 395 Four-Lane Project Between Lee Vining and June Lake
1. Mono Basin Scenic Area viewpoint.
2. Improve wildlife habitat.
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Excerpts from the Bridgeport Main Street Revitalization Plan
As Cited in Mono County’s ATP Application

This planis incorporated into the Mono County Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) by reference.

Question #1.C.3. - Disadvantaged Community Participation
Highlighted sections on pages 5 and A11-12 document outreach to Spanish-speakers who tend
to represent the disadvantaged community, and their input.

Question #3.A.2. - Additional Crash Data
Community concern about Main Street safety issues and crossing the street are highlighted on
pages 3, 6, 28, A-6, A-11, and A-13 through A-15.

Question #4.A. - Technical Planning Process
A description of the charrette team and input from workshops with technical planning partners
are documented on pagesiiii, 3, 7, A-4 through A-7,and A-18 through A-21.

Question #4.B. -Community Engagement
Public engagement in the charrette is described on pages 3-13. Specific participation rates and
outreach methodology are highlighted on pages vii, 2-3, and 13.
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Introduction

October, 2013

The Mono County Courthouse in 1946.

Project Background

Street design has evolved in recent years
to allow safe and efficient vehicle flow,
while greatly improving the comfort and
safety of pedestrians and bicyclists on or
near the street. Building upon Main Street
recommendations from a previous U.S. 395
Corridor Enhancement Plan and with the
assistance of the California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans) District 9, Mono
County and residents of the community of
Bridgeport were successful in a request for
funding to develop a community-supported
design for this portion of U.S. 395.

Main Street Revitalization Plan for U.S. 395

The Mono County Courthouse in 2012 dressed up for the
July 4th parade.

Becoming a partner in this effort, Caltrans
approved a grant from Community-Based
Transportation Planning funds, and helped
Mono County put together the public
Design Fair process that is described in
the following chapter of this report. Staff
from the Local Government Commission
managed the Design Fair, with Dan Burden
of the Walkable and Livable Communities
Institute leading the public events and
walking assessments. They were assisted
on the engineering side by Nelson Nygaard
of San Francisco, on design by Opticos
Design of Berkeley, and on economic
development by Stephen Wahlstrom of
Wahlstrom & Associates. Staff from the
Mono County Planning Department and
other local agencies provided direct and





Introduction

October, 2013

Most of the attention of this project is
focused on Main Street in the core of the
community of Bridgeport. A broader
area encompasses the remainder of the
small street grid within the town site,
and outlying rural neighborhoods to
the northeast and southeast of central
Bridgeport. While residents were focused
on the Main Street portion of U.S. 395,
they also discussed issues and solutions
for improved access to surrounding low-

...young and old...

Main Street Revitalization Plan for U.S. 395

density residential neighborhoods, and
connectivity within the traditional core of
Bridgeport.

This community’s interest in this project
was so strong that something between 20
and 25 percent of the adult population of
Bridgeport attended Design Fair sessions.
This level of support is astonishing for busy
citizens in today’s communities.

...and visitors from outside the Eastern Sierra region.
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This Design Fair was well publicized through banners
and personal contact.

Bridgeport Main Street Revitalization Project

Design Fair
Workshops

S
N

Thursday, August 23, 2012
Opening Workshop:
Want to help: Community Values and Priorities

«  Enhance the sense of community vitality on

m7-9pm
Main Street?

Light Refreshments
«  Foster avibrant economy? 9

« Improve safety for walkers, cyclists and drivers?
- Support historic and community character? Saturday, August 25, 2012

Walkability Audit & Design Workshop
Then join us for a conversation about the future of in m9am-1pm
Main Street and how to better meet community BBQ ! \ h ided
needs! the park! Lunch provide
A

Tuesday, August 28, 2012
Presentation of Vision Plan
=7-9pm

Light Refreshments

All events will be at

For more information: c Bridgeport Memorial Hall
Wendy Sugimura, Mono County
el Gaftrans

(760) 924-1814

l This project is made possible through a Community-based Transportation Planning Grant from the California Department of Transportation. l

Flyers and postcards were distributed to members of the
community, agency staff and property owners.

workshops, many unseen details must be
managed. Local Government Commission
staff handled tasks related to the project
team, traffic data analysis, and computer
renderings of designs. Mono County staff
worked tirelessly to handle other details
essential to the success of this Design Fair,
especially engaging with local residents
to explain the public workshops and
encourage attendance. After the sequence
of events was concluded, Mono County
staff continued to work with residents of
Bridgeport, business owners, and Caltrans
staff to refine details of the parking and
travel lane striping to take advantage of the
pending resurfacing project.

Outreach Efforts

Publicity is critical to getting enough people
to the Design Fair events for the design
exercise to be meaningful. Mono County
staff took the lead in this effort, in particular
Bridgeport Planner Wendy Sugimura. In
addition, citizen members of the Bridgeport
Valley Regional Planning Advisory
Committee (RPAC), in particular Bob Peters
and Steve Noble, pounded the pavement
to encourage fellow business owners and
residents to participate. Attendance was
gratifying at all three public events, with
a large portion of the town’s population
taking part in the education slideshow,
the visioning process, the walking audit,
the design table working session, and the
closing where the preliminary designs were
revealed. It was a remarkable achievement
to have 80 people from a town with 500
residents attend a workshop. The success
of the three public events in this week-
long effort, and the quick fine-tuning and
implementation of the community’s design,
was due to the hard work and direct contact
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within the community that local staff and
the RPAC provided.

Focus Group Meetings

Several focus group meetings were held
with stakeholders who have a common
interest relevant to the Design Fair. These
groups typically ranged from five to
15 individuals, a size that allowed for
comfortable conversations about street
crossings, parking, bicycle access, economic
development, sidewalks, or street and
safety issues in general.

Because so many residents interested in this
process run their own businesses, informal
opportunities to get input were also
taken as they occurred. These discussions
took place in businesses or standing
on sidewalks, at times while observing
pedestrian and driver behavior.

The following is a summary of input from
these scheduled focus group meetings,
and the less formal discussions with other
interested residents.

Technical Focus Group

This meeting involved eight local and state
agencies and members of the design team.
All of these organizations had an interest in
streets and highways in or near Bridgeport.

The purpose of this meeting was to
introduce team members to staff from
agencies working in the region, to review
the process and schedule for this design
fair, to review design solutions that have
come up in local discussions, and to receive
input on issues that should be addressed in
this project.
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The initial meeting of staff from all agencies with a role
on Main Street and this project.

Topics covered in this

discussion included:

free-flowing

* Public health and safety are priorities,
and the accident rate in Bridgeport is
not high.

* Main Street is a state facility and
Caltrans must operate within certain
requirements and constraints.

* The low traffic volumes through
Bridgeport do not require four through
lanes.

* The 100-foot wide pavement cross
section is unnecessary and has excess
room for some alternatives.

* (altrans is soon to repave and
restripe Main Street, opening up an
opportunity.

* Some locations may need specific
design attention.

¢ We need to remember local conditions
like flooding, snow, ice, and extreme
cold.

e Parents are concerned about children
walking to school or independently in
the summer.
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* Solutions need to be simple, low-cost,
and promote walking and biking.

* Specific design features such as
roundabouts, curb extensions, parking,
and ADA ramps should be considered.

* Boosting economic development this
project will bring benefits to locals.

* Facilities could be expanded to
promote the natural wonders of the
region.

This free-flowing and friendly discussion
helped build rapport on the broader team
of individuals and agencies involved in
this project. It allowed them to go forward
to the evening’s first big public workshop
better informed about the issues they all
faced.

The interagency focus group discussing shared efforts
and a vision for a joint center in Bridgeport.

Multi-Agency Office & Visitor Center
Focus Group

This meeting involved the non-profit Bodie
Foundation as well as local, state, and
federal agencies. All of these organizations
could have a role in a joint facility to
upgrade County services and outreach to
visitors to the Bridgeport region.

The purpose of this meeting was to explore
opportunities and issues related to a joint
County, State, Federal, and non-profit effort
to combine resident and visitor services
into a shared visitor and service agency
center. Topics discussed included:

* The value of an inter-agency center
in northern Mono County even
though funding will be difficult,
because visitors are more interested in
information about the area than agency
jurisdictional boundaries.

* The benefits of a Main Street location
for visibility, promoting the region as
a whole, and reducing environmental
impacts at Bodie and Yosemite.

* The County would also like to relocate
clinic services from the outdated
hospital site, and staff space for other
agencies would reduce travel time and
expense.

* The non-profit Bodie Foundation is
very supportive of a shared center, and
may have access to some categories of
grant funds unavailable to government
agencies

e The visitor centers in Denali National
Park, Crested Butte, CO and Escalante,
UT are good models.
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From the design team’s perspective,
this meeting was very valuable because
it introduced a wider pool of agencies
involved in the region, and expanded
the team’s awareness of the potential for
broader outreach to promote the regions
assets.

Spanish Language Focus Group

Two members of the project team fluent
in Spanish met with several members of
the Spanish-speaking community the day
before the walking audit for input. Most of
those attending have lived in Bridgeport
for a decade or two, and made comments
similar to those expressed at the other
workshops. Those included:

* An excitement about this project,
curiosity about funding and follow-
through, and a desire to see examples
of similar streets that have been made
over.

* This town which is expensive to live in
should look like one.

* Alove of the history of Bridgeport, and
a desire to maintain that history and
promote it to tourists.

* Stories about near tragedies as children
navigated Main Street on foot.

* Arequest to improve lighting, and
green up Main Street with median
trees and street edge landscaping.

* An acknowledgment that the natural
beauty surrounding Bridgeport is a
draw for visitors which must be built
on.

* Issues including snow removal,
drainage and sidewalk maintenance,
drugs, and poor signage directing
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The design team’s two fluent members participate in the
Spanish speaking focus group.

visitors to attractions in and outside
Bridgeport.

* A general economic decline with past
closures of important institutions like
Buster’s store and the high school,
rumors of pending closure of the
elementary school and the post office,
and a fear student bus service will end.

Main Street Residents/Business Owners
Focus Group

Over 20 business owners and managers
participated in this meeting, representing a
large portion of the commercial enterprises
in Bridgeport. Their interests included
hotels, campgrounds, restaurants or other
food purveyors, bars, and shops and stores.
These businesses all rely heavily on general
tourism, long distance cycling, hunting,
tishing, and outdoor recreation (climbing,
backpacking, skiing, mountain biking).

General topics included a high level of
excitement at the possibilities this event
brings, and discussion of funding.
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The business owners meeting was very well attended by
excited participants.

Assets mentioned include the natural
wonders in the region, Bridgeport’s historic
charm, and the potential economic boost
that can come out of a revitalized Main
Street.

Cautions included avoiding mistakes
seen in other communities, maintaining
a Bridgeport identity, designing to
Caltrans standards, parking details, snow
removal, and maintenance needs of new
landscaping.

Issues that are priorities include passing
and speeding through town, the lack of
sidewalks on parts of Main Street, the need
for more and better crosswalks, the safety
of children walking to school, parked RVs
blocking the view of businesses, beautifying
the entrances to town, and details on traffic
and side streets.

Other topics covered in this discussion
included:

* General ideas include getting people to
notice the town visually so they stop,

organizing traffic better, and greening
Main Street.

* Specific ideas raised were reducing
speeds, improved sidewalks and
crosswalks, safety for children,
landscaping, chairs and benches,
angled parking to increase supply,
gateways, and improving the towns
western charm.

* Examples discussed included
Independence and Lee Vining (trees,
benches, trash cans, and lights),
small towns on Highway 49 (nicely
maintained old buildings, high
sidewalks, and discrete identities),
Fallon (the old downtown),

Virginia City, Old Sacramento, and
Gardnerville.

* Questions were focused on who pays
for and maintains the landscaping
improvements and upgrades to
building frontages.

* Funding discussion revolved mostly
around timing and the process to
identify sources.

* Community character was discussed
with a nostalgic view about the slow
loss of year-round residents, the
understanding that everyone has a
stake in the outcome of this project,
and a desire to help each other and join
in.

All of these issues, and the polite but
energetic discussion that brought them to
the surface, are a positive sign of a business
community that has a strong sense of all
being in this effort together. This spirit will
carry the results of this design workshop
forward and make positive improvements
to Bridgeport.
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Second Technical Focus Group Meeting

This meeting was held just before the
Mono County Board of Supervisors was
given a brief overview of the design fair
preliminary recommendations by lead
designer Dan Burden and Mono County
staff. It served as a check-in point on the
fine-tuning of the Main Street designs as
Caltrans management staff, the design
team, and Mono County staff resolved
some details.

Public Charrette Events

Opening Session

On Thursday evening, the Bridgeport Main
Street Revitalization Design Fair opened
with the first public event, held at the
Mono County Memorial Hall on School
Street. The turnout for this kick-off event
was remarkable for a community the size
of Bridgeport. Scott Burns, Community
Development Director of Mono County,
welcomed residents to the event and noted
the community’s ongoing desire to improve
safety and mobility and to foster economic
development in Bridgeport.

Dan Burden of the Walkable and Livable
Communities Institute and Paul Zykofsky
of the Local Government Commission
then reviewed design techniques that
can convert dysfunctional, unsightly,
and dangerous streets into complete
streets that work for everyone, not just
drivers. Their presentation was rich with
examples from other cities where problem
streets, intersections, and crossings were
redesigned into functional, attractive, and
safe public spaces.  Particular attention
was given to showing examples from
smaller communities that also have snow
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Residents choosing priorities for improvements to Main
Street.

removal requirements in the winter. The
presentation showed that solutions exist in
other communities that improve the street
without impeding snow clearing efforts in
the winter.

The first exercise for residents was to write
down their vision for a future Bridgeport
twenty years from now. Those results are
summarized in Appendix B.
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Participant Priorities

* Street lighting
* Gateways to town
* Two lanes through downtown

e Fix School Street and Main Street
intersection

* Incentivize beautifying vacant
lots

* Grocery store in town

e Removable curb extensions and
medians

* Decrease crossing distance
* Overhead banners (structured)
* Wayfinding and signage

e Directions to motorhomes to
park off Main Street

* Parking for trailers and
motorhomes

* Trees and landscaping
* Bicycle lanes

¢ Fix intersection of Main Street
and Sinclair

* Sidewalks from Burger Barn to
the Walker river Lodge

* Crosswalks

* Slow down traffic

* Guardrails at east end of town
* Transition lanes to parking

* Seating areas and benches

* Identify costs and how to
maintain new design

5)(. ?choolSL_ ‘*Mthir\ St

Q (.aﬂ.s%rm{jk clbvonjcom

%.Wagsh{nw\_.
®
ISI:ree{:bjkth. .

il -

Results of the “”dot” exercise.

Participants were then asked to take part
in a simple exercise about priorities. They
were asked to call out things they would
like to give attention to, while the design
team recorded their issues on large easel
paper. Those sheets were then taped to the
auditorium wall.

Next, participants were each given six
colored adhesive dots to use as votes for
the issues they felt were the most important
in Bridgeport. They were only allowed to
place one dot per item, no double votes.
The results were tabulated by the design
team, grouped into categories, and ranked
into priorities.
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Visions for the future.

This information was carried forward into
the subsequent tour on Saturday morning,
and to the recommendations the project
team developed over the course of the
Design Fair.

Walking Audit and Design Session

This session began in the morning with
a short refresher course on some of the
tools available to address the priorities
identified by participants on Thursday
evening. These tools included traffic
calming, pedestrian and bicycle facilities,
and access requirements and techniques.
Again, this presentation focused on smaller
communities, mostly in the west, that also
have snow removal requirements in the
winter.
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Gathering for a refresher on issues and tools to apply for
good street design before walking on Main Street.
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The Saturday walking audit groups discussed issues they
see at locations along Main Street.

Touring Main Street with an eye to pedestrian safety is
an important part of the audits.

After the walking audits, residents grouped to draw the
street they would like to see.

10

Following this presentation, the design
team led participants on a walking tour of
downtown Bridgeport. At numerous stops,
each group assembled around the leader
to observe, point out issues, and discuss
possible solutions. Other members of the
design team took notes, measurements,
and photographs along the way. These
animated, revealing, and educational
discussions continued as the groups
returned to the park behind Memorial Hall
for a barbeque lunch.

Once refreshed, participants broke into
three table groups and began the complex
task of making design suggestions for Main
Street. Each table group held energetic
conversations as they discussed general and
specific problems, and alternative solutions.
These thoughts were then translated into
design recommendations which they drew
on large aerial photographs.

During this exercise, project team members
circulated around the room observing,
commenting if appropriate, and answering
questions when asked. This format
keeps expert designers available, but
gives community members the hands-on
freedom to prepare recommendations.

Resident Design Table Recommendations

The following material results from the
margin notes on the large-scale aerial
photographs the three design groups drew
their recommendations and comments
on, and their presentations to the room
that explained their design features and
reasoning.
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Design Group One:

* Color crosswalks or stamp them

* Stamp a roundabout at the Shell station
by Twin Lakes Road

* Put mining and agricultural equipment
in gateway islands

* Paint reverse diagonal parking on two
blocks with room for RVs elsewhere

* Narrow the highway with an eastern
gateway

Participants marked the maps with details, made notes,
and proudly signed their names.

* Improve sidewalks from the highway
bridge into town

* Paint bulbouts and planters

¢ Kids can maintain and water the
landscaping

* Phase things to seize the opportunity
with the repaving happening soon

Design Group Two:

e Add crosswalks at the western end of

town
* Add both sidewalks and crosswalks at ~ N
the Eastern end Design team members were in the room to answer
) questions, but allowed residents to prepare their own
* Add tree planters at Bridge Street designs.

* Create places to turn around big rigs at
the eastern end

* Mix diagonal and parallel parking
¢ Add bike lanes and buffers
¢ Do tree wells and bulbouts

* Place historic photos and plaques on a
history walk

¢ Color in the median turn lane

e Add “Thank You” monuments for
people exiting town

At the end of the exercise, a delegate from each table
explained the highlights of their design.
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* Put in pullouts for the view at the east
end of town

* Install new lamps and poles
* Color crosswalks

* Make the ice rink area like a park with
tables and such

Design Group Three:

e Do the road diet with two lanes and a
center median with turn lane

e Color the median

¢ Put monuments and turnarounds at
the entrances to town

* Do trees and lights all along Main
Street

* Do curb extensions permanently, not
temporarily (just do it)

* Add more crosswalks
* Mix diagonal and parallel parking
* Do wayfinding with a theme

* Encourage maintenance of vacant lots
or properties on Main Street

For a week design team members gathered information
about all aspects of Main Street.

12

o Add sidewalks at the eastern entrance
past the river bridge

* Designate RV parking off Main Street

* Use Hayes Street and Kingsley for big
vehicle parking

The recommendations from the participant

group design tables are shown in Appendix
C.

Subsequent Design Team Activity

With the community’s design work
finished, the design team worked to refine
the details on the recommendations, and
continue to observe vehicle, pedestrian,
and Dbicycle activity on Main Street
and elsewhere in Bridgeport. Many
conversations with visitors and residents
were part of this ongoing engagement with
users of the streets.

Inside Memorial Hall, the design team
spent three full days preparing draft
recommendations and the closing session
presentation. This included many ongoing
discussions with team members and Mono
County staff.

Mono County staff and the Design Team.
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Closing Session

This session was held at the Mono County
Memorial Hall on the evening of August
28, 2012. Over eighty residents were in
attendance as Dan Burden began the
presentation with a brief recap of the tools
of good street design. Burden was followed
by detailed images of resident and design
team recommendations for areas along
the Main Street corridor, side streets in
Bridgeport and nearby areas outside the
downtown. A pedestrian and bicycle plan
was also provided. Stefan Pelligrini of
Opticos Design, and Michael Moule of
Nelson Nygaard Engineering were on hand
to explain design and engineering details,
and answer questions.

After this discussion session, participants
congratulated each other and were thanked
by the project team. The resulting designs
appear throughout the next chapter of
this report. Residents, Mono County staff,
Caltrans representatives, and staff from
other agencies who contributed their
time and expertise to this project deserve
the gratitude of the entire Bridgeport
community. The engagement with the
people of this small town who turned out
for these events in such high numbers was
remarkable.
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At the closing session, design team members explained
details in the recommended designs.

About 80 residents listened to the presentation, asked
questions, and made comments.

Residents’ friendly communication and shared vision for
the future are great assets.
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Pedestrian and Bicycle Network

Residents at the Design Fair events made
regular comments about improving
comfort and safety while walking and
bicycling in and around Bridgeport. Figure
16 shows recommendations to improve
sidewalks, in-street walking and riding
areas, intersection safety, and directional
signs. The process and recommendations
include:

* Identifying prominent destinations
within Bridgeport.

* Establishing corridors that connect
destinations in central Bridgeport, as
well as outlying areas.

.uhﬂi“: f

28

Adding sidewalks where they
are missing on secondary streets,
especially those south of Main Street.

Marking in-street walking lanes

on low-traffic side streets where
conventional sidewalks will not fit or
cannot be built in the short term.

Improving conditions at Main Street
intersections where pedestrian and
bicycle crossings are frequent.

Improving alert and directional signs
at junctions and crossings.

BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN
CORRIDORS
IN BRIDGEPORT

KEY
----- ¥ BICYCLE LANE [CLASS 1T}

PROPOSED BICYCLE
""" * ROUTES {CLASS 1)

PROPOSED SIDEWALK

IMPROVEMENTS

EXISTING K

Figure 16. Recommendations to improve bicycle and pedestrian travel to destinations off of Main Street.

Main Street Revitalization Plan for U.S. 395





Appendix

October, 2013

Technical Focus Group

Thursday, August 23, 2012 * 3-4 PM

Dan Burden - WALC

Emily Tracy - WALC

Chris Janson - Opticos Design

Melia West - Opticos Design

Michael Moule - Nelson/Nygaard

Steve Tracy - LGC

Paul Zykofsky - LGC

Scott Burns - Mono County Community
Development Director

Wendy Sugimura - Mono County Associate
Analyst and Project Coordinator

Tony Prisco - CHP

Sandra Pearce - Mono County Public
Health

Joe Blanchard - Mono County Public
Works

Vianey Contreras - Mono County Public
Works

Mike Booher - Bridgeport Volunteer
Firefighter/Sherift’s Department

Terry Erlwein - Caltrans

Forest Beckett - Caltrans

Rita Sherman - Mono County Director of
Facilities/Risk Management

Garrett Higerd - Mono County Public
Works - Engineer

* Not sure roundabouts are applicable
here because there isn’t a traffic
volume issue

* Were very effective though in South
Lake Tahoe area

* Resolved many of the traffic issues
* And they reduced accidents
* Passing people in towns is a problem

* We should consider removing two
of the four lanes in town

A-4

¢ In Tahoe Vista, a street was
configured with one lane eastbound,
and two lanes westbound to prevent
rear end collisions

Roundabouts effective with large
volumes

Parking shortages are solved with
some lane reductions

Can roundabouts work with large
vehicles —semi trucks?

* Depends on how they are designed

e Drawback of roundabouts from Law

Enforcement standpoint — one officer
cannot direct traffic at that intersection
any longer

Concern that all it takes is one person
to not understand the system to cause
an accident

How can restructuring of downtown
affect public health issues, including
reduction of chronic disease?

Make it a corridor that people enjoy

walking, incentivize bike riding, other

physical activities

* Aesthetically pleasing environment
that you want to be out walking,
enjoying

Mono County is on par with the rest of

the country - 2/3 of adults obese

* False conception that Mono is a
super active county with low obesity
rates

* Childhood obesity statistics
available

Access to healthy food —nearest

full grocery store is Gardnerville,
Carson City, or Reno to the north, or
Mammoth Lakes to the south

* It's about 60 miles either way you go
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Sustainable market, improve food
quality —fresh produce (at affordable
prices)

The community tried once to get a
produce stand in from out of town, it
lasted about a season (6 years ago) but
then stopped

* Demand wasn't really there
* Couldn’t get supplied regularly

Collectors and residential streets
that interact with the main street
corridor/395

Long term maintenance (costs) are
always a concern - if you're going to
build it, maintain it

Grant programs are often found to
fund construction of infrastructure, but
maintenance is left to the community
or county to figure out

* Sometimes county has taken
over maintenance of sidewalks,
landscaping, etc.

ADA compliance and snow removal
are concerns in this corridor

Make School Street plans tie in with
Main Street

Concerns about anything in front of
the firehouse - they get upset about
snow berms, so no way will they allow
trees

Snow storage will be an issue

Large vehicle parking in town is
necessary - you can’'t diagonally park a
35" motor home with a boat behind it

Bring Caltrans in on the process from
the beginning

State Highways - have specific
constraints, regulations that they are
subject to
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Bridgeport is the perfect place to
start this planning effort, pilot some
programs

e Low traffic volumes - 3400-3500
AADT (Peak month 6300 ADT)

e Wide ROW to work with

Environmental constraints around the
town

Based on the traffic volumes, there
isn’t a need to perpetuate the 100" cross
section down Main Street

¢ Prime candidate for a Road Diet

Create a plan with easy, low-cost
solutions that will be able to move
forward and not just go on the shelf

* Need to see the implementation
to maintain momentum in the
community for future planning
efforts

Bridgeport scheduled to be repaved
soon, held up because contractor is
unable to produce asphalt that meets
standards

e Fasiest time to install a road diet
would be when there is fresh
pavement, they will have to paint
anyway

Interest in extending county facilities

farther outside of town, i.e. Buster’s

Market frontage

Parking is a concern for special events

e Summer - 4th of July, founder’s day,
3 rodeos, and a number of smaller
events too

Winter season here is very slow -
many business and hotel owners close
up and leave town

Off street parking requirements
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A-6

currently use minimum requirements
rather than maximum allowed

* Limits development or renovation if
owners cannot meet the requirement

* Not a lot of interest in building new
development for a while

* County will likely be amenable to
that conversation

Not a lot of crashes, despite this & Lee
Vining being most dangerous spots
between here and Bishop

Want to implement safe street
treatments

There may be close calls or dangerous
behaviors that aren’t showing up in
the reports but have the potential to be
hazardous

Speed surveys show good compliance
with posted limits (85th percentile is 30
mph)

* Caltrans does regular speed surveys

At Twin Lakes Road, potential for
future danger

* Oddly configured intersection

* Candidate for reconfiguration -
maybe a roundabout

Lots of truck traffic, but what are
they doing in Bridgeport? Are they
delivering here, or just passing
through?

* Maybe using Buster’s lot as a
parking space
¢ Not increased since its closure,
though
Temperatures 42 below 0, extreme low
visibility, high wind, ice on the roads

Children walk to school year round,
even when its very cold

Parents seem pretty comfortable with
their children crossing the road

* More complaints in summer than
winter — traffic dies down in cold
season

Can we get AADT counts for Twin
Lakes Road?

e County may have them, may be old
data, they will check

No turning movement count studies,
because there hasn’t been much
development

Emigrant Street & 395 - difficult to
turn onto 395 because there is poor
visibility, people pulling out into the
highway slowly and hoping for the
best

Complaint - no left turn out by
Mexican Restaurant (south of town,
near the housing development)

Had flooding issues in 1996

In Bridgeport proper, there are some
storm drains that run to the adjacent
wetlands, but they don’t have any real
problematic draining issues

Rehabbing all local streets in
Bridgeport (designed, to be
constructed next year)

* Not focused on a formal storm drain
system, but there will be some curb
and gutter treatments)

Walker River/Bridgeport Reservoir are
on list of sensitive water bodies

* Cattle grazing not complying
with standards that are set—

compromising so that historic
ranching can continue

Snow removal - normal snow year
there is usually 2-4 feet of snow in

Main Street Revitalization Plan for U.S. 395
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the median, cleared between storm
systems (not necessarily after each
individual storm)

* They keep two lanes open each way,
but there is no turn lane

* Curb extensions are a concern
for Caltrans and snow removal -
difficult for snow plows to corner, so
every turn they have to make slows
them down and makes the job take
longer

* Temporary extensions are
definitely something Caltrans is
open to talking about, supporting

* Sometimes snowplows even have
trouble with straight curbs — they are
driving in tough conditions

* Are center medians similarly
difficult?

e South side of street sidewalks are
covered in ice all winter

e Business owners who are closed
leave the 4 feet of snow on the
sidewalk in front of their parcel

* Business owners are responsible
for clearing the snow on their
sidewalks (not an ordinance, just
the way its always been done)

* Height restrictions (18") on 395 because
of all its special designations (military
mobilization route)

¢ Concerns about raised medians in
Bridgeport and in Lee Vining

Main Street Revitalization Plan for U.S. 395
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Spanish Language Focus Group

Friday, August 24, 2012 ¢ 5:30-6:30 PM

Catalina Saldivar
Maria Sandoval
Javier Castafieda
Olivia Oralia Cornejo
Pablo Damian Verdin
Anabell Cornejo

Want medians, trees in median

This town should attract more people,
especially with the natural beauty

The snow in the middle of the street
is a problem; Mammoth Lakes does
not leave it in the middle of the street
(granted: more winter traffic with
skiers) however, why can’t we just
pick up the snow directly and take it
outside of town? Why do we have to
leave it in the middle of the street?

Wants to see flowers. It is so sad
looking here, especially in the winter
when all of the businesses close.

We should have lampposts with
hanging flowers.

What comes first: lack of visitors or
businesses closing? (Response: no it
really does clear out in the winter).

Very interested in what spurred this
design workshop? What were the
project goals? Also: What projects have
you done that were implemented and
successful? What can we expect in
terms of implementation and time to
implement?

Very dreary here in winter, especially
the lighting (provided by the county).

(Something about Rhino’s and one
other business: either signage or
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lighting)
Too strict of signage ordinances -

people/businesses can’t commercialize
themselves.

There aren’t any signs, so no one
knows where stuff is, let alone know
where to patronize local business. We
need wayfinding and better signage for
businesses.

We don’t publish our attractions, so no
one comes. Need to expand tourism.

Example of both bad wayfinding, and
not knowing what is here: the hot
springs south of town, no one knows
about.

It is so important (this exercise) to
revive town.

Most have lived here 15-18 years.

Recently, the high school was closed.
Students meet at the elementary
school to be bused to Lee Vining or
Coleville (they can choose which high
school they wish to attend). Both 45-60
minutes away. Talk of closing 7th-8th
grade, and even the elementary school.
Also, there’s a threat of stopping bus
service (rumor?). Would force people
to move.

Safe community, but still have presence
of drugs.

Story of girl: at graduation, she was
almost hit by a car that didn’t stop.

Story of woman'’s son: Did not walk
when the car stopped, and then when
started to walk, the car started to drive,
had to brake rapidly.

Woman’s story of Caltrans not cleaning
the stormwater gutter in front of
house, so in the winter it floods and
she and her husband have to clean it
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out.
Rumor of post office closing

In Lee Vining, they have trees on the
sidewalks and it is very pretty.

Something about business owners
cleaning own sidewalks (wasn’t sure
if they already do this, or if it is a good
idea?)

This is an expensive city - it should
look like an expensive city.

Gas and groceries are very expensive
here - Monopoly

Also, desire to not lose the history this
city has/feel of history (will help make
the city feel more expensive)

Main Street Revitalization Plan for U.S. 395
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Main Street Resident/Business Owner
Focus Group

Friday, August 24, 2012  7:30-8:30 PM

The project is funded in cooperation
with local transportation coalition

Excited for possibility to gain through
the road changes more character
through the town

Speed through town is an issue

Parking of big vehicles on Main St
is a big issue —financial loss to small
business

Beautifying the town, green the street

Being able to walk across the street
without fear

Over the years in Bridgeport you get
the feeling that architecturally there
isn’t a common theme, and that’s
something we’d like to see

* Draws people into the town

* Have natural beauty, recreation that
brings people here

When big vehicles are parked in front
of the door, you might as well go home
and take a break because no one knows
you're there

* Expressed by many business owners
along the street

Born and raised here -haven’t seen
many changed

Want slower traffic, beautification,
benches, ash trays along the street to
prevent litter

Lee Vining looks nicer than BP, and
that’s hard for us to admit

Parking is difficult for people who are
trying to stop, interested in stopping

Main Street Revitalization Plan for U.S. 395

* Driveways, traffic coming behind
them

Trash cans and benches needed along
the street

* Opportunities to sit down and
mellow —right now, everyone on the
street is GOING someplace, no one
is just being present

Trees, benches, trash cans, lights in
Independence, Trees in Lee Vining

RV parking - a lot of things are private
land, so how can we utilize it? Can
we beautify things and still allow the
parking, but make it look intentional
instead of like a dirt lot (Buster’s)

* Parking down by ice skating pond

* Allow us to funnel people into
town in a more orderly manner,
instead of walking along 395

* Pond is in the flight path—have to
check with the county

Sidewalk finished in front of Walker
River Lodge!

We're lucky we do have a parking lot
to take care of most of the customers
(BP inn) but I echo the feeling about
RVs and giant motorhomes (or
someone towing a hummer) parking in
front of the business — it blocks out the
sun!

Also need to consider the point of view
from others (i.e. general store) who
make their living from the RVs and
people towing boats stopping to shop

* They may not be staying here, but
we don’t want to lose their business
in town

* Passing through, they may not stop
if they have to park at the end of
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town and walk

* We need in-town parking for large
vehicles that is public, and well-
identified

Old fashioned lights with hanging

baskets of flowers like in Gardnerville

and other areas north of here

Like the ideas that there are immediate
changes that cost next-to nothing

* Re-striping the road
Head-out angled parking

* Concerns from restaurant owners
about backing in to parking spaces
and polluting their ventilation with
exhaust

* There’s a difference in exhaust
between parallel and head out
diagonal parking

* Really like the safety gain

* Want to see more parking available,
and more visibility for everyone to
see the town as they come in and
hopefully stop

With regard to the road, we haven’t
done anything right

Want to slow down traffic and beautify
the community

You can’t walk around the community
for pleasure right now —you're in the
street!

Make things beautiful AND functional,
and we will prosper

Pleased that guardrail is going in along
395

Improve the sidewalk from the bridge
into town — people have difficulty
pushing strollers into town, walking
there

A-14

* Safer
* Priority to be done by early spring

Attract tourists to stop in town—
chairs, tables

Safer crosswalks, especially for school
children

We've been waiting 40 years for this
meeting

I would hate to see the community lose
its individuality and become another
rubber stamp resort town wannabe
(like Mammoth)

Don't alienate the big rigs, campers —
they may not stay the night, but they’ll
pull up to the butcher shop and spend
$500 in one go

Slow down the traffic
One lane
Add angled parking

Traveling — open space, small town,
open space, small town, open space...
then WOW look at this town

* Get people to notice this town, get
their attention and get them out of
their cars walking around

Slow down traffic

* People come across the bridge and
slingshot themselves from behind a
motorhome because this is the only
passing lane for 30 miles

* Kids crossing the street going to
school —it’s a problem

Red curb—there’s a ton of ‘no parking’
areas in town that were driveways
once but aren’t anymore, and they’re
still red

* Need more parking to make sure we
are maximizing the usable space in
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town

* Red striping at corners, etc. seen as
unnecessary

Center divide with landscaping would
be great, if it doesn’t interfere with
snow removal

Curb extensions at corners that may
eliminate the need for some red
striping, increase parking

I would stop if the town was
interesting looking

* BPis kind of a cowboy type town,
would like to see western motif

Want trees on both sides of the road —1
don’t have a problem taking care of
the tree if you plant one in front of my
business

I don’t think parking at buster’s or
the skating pond are going to fly —
private/county land

* If you had a shuttle or something to
move people to town, that might be
enticing

Red curbs —is it actually illegal to park

in the red zone? Either way, it will

discourage people from the city

RV parking in the middle of the street

We're way at the end of town and
we don’t get any foot traffic —need
something eye catching at the south
end of town to draw people that
direction

Used to be a two hour wait every night
to eat at the BP inn

We need a way to draw business back
here

* We need it 12 months out of the
year — beautification is great, but we

Main Street Revitalization Plan for U.S. 395

need to get people to stop and stay
year-round, not just 6-8 months

Charming

Small towns on Highway 49 —all
different (Placerville) that have charm,
buildings aren’t all the same but
they’re kept up well, some have high
sidewalks that are historic

Old downtown Fallon, NV

Not just western, we're the frontier
Virginia city

Old Sacramento (not wood sidewalks

or anything, but that old western
charm)

Enhance the existing historic charming
buildings in town —maybe need
improvements to help people realize
what we have

Can we mix angled parking with long
parallel spaces to make parking work
for everyone?

* General store needs RV /big vehicle
parking, other stores might be
harmed by the lack of visibility

Largest problem is the speed of the
traffic—needs to be slowed down

* Seen tools in last night’s
presentation, and we’re optimistic

¢ Don’t want to make the same
mistakes as Lee Vining

* Watering systems haven't
worked — trees are dying or won't
be able to survive (last year was
not a bad snow year so it wasn’t
tested

* In a big snow year, they may
not be able to keep the parking
clear —have to maintain it
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themselves without help from
Caltrans

* No one is weeding tree wells or
pruning tree limbs away from
roadways

* Don’t do it with something that'll
get bleached out, not maintained

See people stop south of town, pull
over, take pictures of cows, river, etc.

* FEither end of town, really

Most photographed thing in BP is the
massage sign hanging at the Jolly Cone

Courthouse is a good focal point

Less snowfall than other communities,
but it gets really cold here

* Historically it's snowed enough to
pile 12 feet wide and 12 feet tall in
the middle of the street

Are business owners amenable to BAD
to maintain some beautifications?

e First, we need to look at LV

* They did things Caltrans didn’t
agree with, knowing that, and
chose to make those decisions
anyway

e Because of that, Caltrans wrote
into the contract that they weren't
going to maintain it

* If we make sure we are working
with Caltrans and engaging them,
then maybe it won’t come to that

e If it does, I would support it myself

* Gardnerville - it’s up to the business
to maintain potted plants that are in
front of their own business, and you
can tell who cares and who doesn’t

* If something is planted in front
of our business, we should take

it upon ourselves and WANT to
maintain it, or at least help

* We also don’t want to come down
on someone who isn’t taking care
of their piece —it all needs to be
done

We need to be careful of how many
trees, how many structures, etc.,
because we don’t want to cast too
much shade on the street in the winter
and create icy conditions that are
dangerous

Who decides what species of trees and
plants to buy?

* Our team can advise, but it's up to
the community to select what they
want to plant

e Community can make sure that they
can plant trees that won’t die here

* Trees that have good color in the
winter, and not just be branches

¢ Or at least have a mix of trees

Need to make sure we don’t just go
through this exercise like we did 12
years ago, and then have nothing
happen at the end of it

* This is a new era for Caltrans — they
are tired of having egg on their face,
and want to be the local heroes now,
so they’ll do everything they can do
to work with the down

* They will be blunt, too, that they are
an institution and they are restricted
by some things that are difficult to
change

In the RPAC when we discussed this
event coming up, we wanted to make
sure we came up with a financing plan
to get this done
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Crosswalks uptown — there is no
crosswalk at Hays Street, though, and
we need one

* Walker River Lodge, airport traffic

Same need for crosswalk at other end
of town —hotel and Shell station, rodeo
grounds

If we don’t take pride in our
community, it’s all for naught.

* We need to take responsibility for
the town, and work together to
maintain it

Important to remember that even

though most people make all their

money in the summer, we need to
think about being attractive in the
wintertime as well

25 years ago, we had a vibrant
community and people that lived

here cared. We have had such a big
turnover —we’re now 62% secondary
homeowners in downtown BP. Those
days are gone, and we need to focus
one step at a time on bringing back the
sense of community that we have here.

Main Street Revitalization Plan for U.S. 395

A-17





Appendix

October, 2013

Meeting with County Staff and Caltrans

Monday, August 27, 1:30 - 2:30 p.m.

* Back in angled parking
* Increase parking capacity

* Alleviate concerns with RVs parallel
parking in front of small businesses
and blocking visibility

* Safety benefits? Concerns that
backing in to a parking space
creates a danger to children on the
sidewalk (backing in blind towards
pedestrian zone, instead of backing
out blind into vehicle zone)

* Low traffic volumes on School
Street may make head-in angled
parking a fine option

e School Street Plaza

* Current plans have diagonal
parking at 20’, sidewalk at 6", with
curb stops in each space

* Instead, consider moving the curb
line out to where the curb stops
would have been. It will serve
the same purpose, look cleaner, be
easier to plow

* Can be landscaped or concrete
* Move curb out 3’

* Consider using back-in diagonal
parking on the side street, to be

consistent with proposed parking on

395

* How new walkway relates to
existing crosswalks/sidewalks:
make sure things align with ramps
across streets

* Use triangles left over with
diagonal parking for removable
on-street bike parking

A-18

* Community input
* Slow down speeds through town

* Speeds result from number of
lanes in town, induces passing at
unsafe speeds

* Town desires one lane each way
with colorized center lane

* Parking - needs to be appropriate
for the business

* Large vehicles parking in front of
businesses block visibility and can
completely kill businesses

* Other businesses expressed a
desire to embrace RV customers
as a big part of their livelihood

* Can’trestrict RV parking, but we
can make it so enticing for them
to park in the areas we DO want
them in that they choose to park
there

* Diagonal parking would serve to
discourage RV parking in certain
areas

* Considering back in diagonal
parking between School Street
and midblock crosswalk

* Caltrans prefers 12" lanes

* Says that could be a sticking point
in their system if we recommend 11’
lanes

* Caltrans has previously said 11’
lanes are their minimum

* Recommend 11’ lanes in report, and
add a caveat that 12" lanes are ok
with alternate cross sections

¢ Concern that the extra feet will
come out of the bike lanes

* 11’ lanes will help address speeds
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through town

¢ Concerns that drivers in rental

RVs who don’t know how to drive
them well may have difficulty with
narrower lanes

Narrower lanes will encourage
drivers to stay closer to the center of
the street, making biking safer

Other bonus of 7" bike lane—a
vehicle parking can pull completely
out of the through lane to park,
thereby not impeding traffic

* Back in diagonal parking on 395

¢ Has to be back in because of vehicle

speeds —unsafe to back out into
traffic on the highway

* Concerns from community about
exhaust from vehicles backing in
going into businesses

* Should be a non-issue —same
exhaust essentially as a person
performing the first maneuver of
a parallel parking space

* Some cities have passed
ordinances against cars idling in
town—may be an operational fix
to this problem

* Red curb striping

* Diagonal parking creates new sight
distance scenarios

* Caltrans operates under certain
minimum constraints — trying to
alert us to possible sticking points
that would give others excuses to
reject the proposal

Driver who is pulling out of a
driveway or side street has exactly
the same view/sight distance as

a car pulling out of a head out

Main Street Revitalization Plan for U.S. 395

diagonal parking space
* Caltrans says this doesn’t matter

Curb extensions may help with this
issue by giving drivers space to
creep forward

Reducing number of lanes also
helps, because you are measuring
from closer to the centerline

Caltrans 405.1 handout —sight
distance guidelines

Driveways complicate parking too—
property owners would have to
consent to give up their access right
to the property

Colorized center lane

Could be paint, but that would get
scraped off by snow plows fairly
quickly

More likely, should be colorized
asphalt

Could also be stamped concrete or
asphalt

Caltrans concerns —how long would
that last, is that more expensive, will
we do that or does someone else do
that?

* May only be willing to do regular
asphalt maintenance —every 5-10
years

Caltrans suggestion—put a
rumblestrip in the center turn lane
to create tactile/visual difference

¢ Non-starter for residents —noise
issues

Best case scenario in this
environment for stamped asphalt—5
year maintenance cycle

Need to research alternatives and

A-19





Appendix

October, 2013

contact some other jurisdictions to
search for feasible solutions

* Manitou Springs - stamped
concrete

* Ask the community as they come up
with these ideas —well, how much
would you be willing to pay to do
that?

* Prepare them for the realities of
this construction, possibility of
BAD

* Community eager for visual
definition for center, aware that
raised median or other hardscape
is not viable with snow removal
constraints

* Concrete really not great here —
already have difficulty maintaining
sidewalks, concerns about freeze/
thaw cycle

* May be possible to buy into an
extended warranty type system
with the vendors, arrange for a third
party to maintain

* Planting strips in parallel parking
zones

* Move parallel parking out 9" from
existing curb face

* Leave drainage where it is (2" gutter)

* Very few drainage grates along
Main St

* May be able to extend some
sidewalks to be wider, where
existing sidewalks are 4-6% slope
(compliant is 2%)

* May transfer sidewalk to County
responsibility for maintenance

* No red flags, but there are some yellow
flags that we should be aware of —the

A-20

devil will be in the details
* Gateways

* Many of the residents want

roundabouts

¢ Intersection at Main Street and Twin

Lakes Road has a concentration of
crashes, may warrant some attention
to facilitate movement through the
intersection

395 and Emigrant Road - gateway
location

* Consider T-ing intersection, or
closing Emigrant entirely

* Would free up a bit of space
North of 395 for a gateway feature

* Good place to begin some context
changes

* Location of current change to 45
mph

East side of town —lacks signage
that Bridgeport is to the left,
Bridgeport ahead

Development of park parcel around
ice skating pond

Bridge Street could be better utilized
for parking and pedestrian access to
park

* Overlay coming through soon - we
want striping changes!

e We would like to recommend that

they stripe only 3 lanes — three 11
lanes, two 7’ bike lanes, and stripe
the back in diagonal parking where
we are recommending it

* For parallel parking sections,
we don’t know yet what to
recommend that they do—stripe
out the future planting strips?
Leave it all and let people figure
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it out?

* September 26th - if we can get the
striping plan in, then we can get it
done

¢ If they can’t get a mix that works,
then it gets postponed until
Spring

* Michael will focus today and
tomorrow on getting as much detail
as possible for a striping plan

* Two hurdles: get them to agree to it,
and then get the contractor to agree

¢ Need as much time as we can

Main Street Revitalization Plan for U.S. 395 A-21
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Photos of Safety Hazards

Elementary school
students regularly cross
Main Street to access the
library.

One teacher manages
the children and controls
traffic all at the same
time.





Even with only one travel lane in
each direction, the wide cross
section excessively exposes
bicyclists and pedestrians to traffic,
with no visual cues to drivers to
slow down.

Photos taken at Sinclair Street
crosswalk.





At the western end of
Main Street, the
sidewalk ends.

Pedestrians are
pushed into the street
shoulder with no
physical separation
from traffic to
continue to Kirkwood
Street.





At the eastern end
of Main Street, no
true sidewalk
exists and a
pedestrian zone is
not clearly
delineated from
driveways and
parking areas.

These conditions
increase the safety
hazard of
pedestrian/vehicle
conflicts.





Lack of sidewalk in
front of the Walker
River Lodge is a safety
hazard as no space is
provided for
pedestrians to travel
within the public right-
of-way that is
separated from
roadway vehicles.
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Photos of Existing Conditions

Photo #1 - Existing gap in pedestrian facilities just east of Kirkwood Street (looking westerly). Project will install
sidewalks to connect existing sidewalk facilities.

Photo #2 - View easterly towards Bridge Street. Existing walkway has excessive cross slope and does not meet ADA
requirements for driveway approaches. Note frontage at Walker River Lodge has no defined pedestrian pathway or
controlled access points. Project will install accessible PCC walkways and close gap in pedestrian facilities.
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Photo #3 - View Easterly towards Bridge Street. Existing walkway has excessive cross slope and does not meet ADA
requirements for driveway approaches. Project will install accessible PCC walkways.

Photo #4 - Existing mid-block crosswalk at Jolly Kone. Pedestrians are required to cross three travel lanes, two bike
lanes, and two parking aisles. New seasonal bulb-outs will shorten crossing distance and improve visibility for
pedestrians.
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Photo #5 — Ex. crosswalk at Sinclair Street. Pedestrians are required to cross three travel lanes, two bike lanes, and
two parking aisles. New seasonal bulb-outs will shorten crossing distance and improve visibility for pedestrians.

Existing view of US 395 in Bridgeport looking westerly from mid-block crossing at Jolly Kone. Current posted speed
limit is 30 mph. Pedestrians are required to cross three travel lanes, two bike lanes, and two parking aisles. New
seasonal and permanent bulb-outs, and pedestrian refuge in the center turn lane, will shorten crossing distance

and improve visibility for pedestrians.
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Existing crossing at School Street. Pedestrians are required to cross three travel lanes, two bike lanes, and two
parking aisles. Installing bulb-outs and rapid rectangular flashing beacons will shorten crossing distance and
improve pedestrian visibility.
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Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 3

Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.

Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).

Project Information:

Agency: [Mono County

| Date:|

6/15/2016

Project Description:

Mono County Complete Streets: Bridgeport Main Street Revitalization Project

Project Location: |Bridgeport, CA

Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: | Kelly R. Garcia

License #: |C53241

Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:

Cost Breakdown

Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only) ATP Eligible ATP Ineligible Corps/CCC
Costs/ltems Costs/lItems to construct
I’tle;w Item :r',a Quantity | Units | Unit Cost Ite-lr;?téllost % $ % $ % $
General Overhead-Related Construction Items
1 Mobilization 1 LS | $13,000.00 $19,000 97%| $18,464 3% $536
2 Traffic Control 1 LS | $10,000.00 $10,000 97% $9,718 3% $282
3 97% 3%
General Construction Items (non-decorative only)
4 Demolition of Ex. AC and PCC 1 LS | $20,000.00 $20,000 100%| $20,000
5 4" PCC Sidewalk on 6" Agg Base 5430 SF $16.00 $86,880 100%| $86,880
6 4" PCC Sidewalk w/Ramps on 6" AB 1439 SF $20.00 $28,780 100%| $28,780
7 PCC Curb and Gutter 891 LF $35.00 $31,185 100%| $31,185
8 Sidewalk Cross Drain 62 LF $50.00 $3,100 100% $3,100
9 Flexible Curb 441 LF $40.00 $17,640 100% $17,640
10 |Flexible Delineators & Signs 14 EA $600.00 $8,400 100% $8,400
11 |PCC Base for Removable Items 455 SF $20.00 $9,100 100% $9,100
12 |Remove & Replace Striping 1 LS | $1,000.00 $1,000 100% $1,000
13 Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon 2 EA | $6,500.00 $13,000 100%| $13,000
14  |Speed Limit Feedback Sign 2 EA | $5,000.00 $10,000 100%| $10,000
15 100%
Decorative & Landscaping-related Items (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative, or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)
16  |Decorative Street Lights M 2 EA | $9,000.00 $18,000 73%| $13,140 27% $4,860
17 |Planter Boxes F 40 EA $200.00 $8,000 100% $8,000
18 |Steel Planters D 2 EA | $1,200.00 $2,400 100% $2,400
19 100%
20 100%
Subtotal of Construction Items:| $286,485 $278,407 $8,078
$13,920|+ of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable)
Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):| 20.00% $57,297 $55,681 $1,616
Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:| $343,782 $334,089 $9,693

Project Delivery Costs:

Type of Project Cost | Cost $
Preliminary Engineering (PE) ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs
Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):| $ 23,000 $22,351 $649
Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):| $ 43,000 $41,788 $1,212 "PE" costs / "CON" costs
Total PE:| $ 66,000 $64,139 $1,861 19% 25% Max
Right of Way (RW)
Right of Way Engineering:| $
Acquisitions and Utilities:| $
Total RW:| $ -
Construction Engineering (CE) "CE" costs / "CON" costs
Construction Engineering (CE):[ $ 24,000 [ s23323 | | $677 | 7% 15% Max
Total Project Delivery:] $90,000] [ $87,462 | [ 32538 |
Total Construction Costs:| $367,782] | | | |
ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs
Total Project Cost:| $433,782‘ \ $421,551 $12,231 ‘
Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:
The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.
Item Number(s): Description of Engineer's Logic: (See examples shown in the Instructions)
16 The Streetlights are pedestrian scale, see exhibit for calculations on percentage benefiting pedestrians and bikes (73%), vs. motor vehicles (27%)
17 The Planter Boxes are integral to the temporary curb installation to discourage pedestrians from walking through the enclosed area, otherwise the curbs could present a tripping hazard.
6/14/2016 lofl






Mono County Community Development

2016 Active Transportation Program Application

Lighting Analysis

Area (sf) Light Intensity

Region 2 FC 1FC 0.5 FC 0.2 FC 0.1 FC (footcandles)
Courthouse Grounds 432 1005 749 1075 876 2546.1 50%
Sidewalk 342 248 143 167 116 1048.5 21%
Angled Parking 90 742 353 364 242 1195.5 23%
Bike Lane 0 15 150 101 60 116.2 2%
Travel Lane 0 0 103 442 458 185.7 4%
Total 864 2010 1498 2149 1752 5092 100%

Lighting which benefits motor vehicles is considered decorative. Total decorative benefit
is sum of light intensity for angled parking and travel lane (27%).
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RIPON LED (STERNBERG) 14' HIGH
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ATTACHMENT J
Part B Narrative Quesiton #5: Describe the status of targeted users

Mono County
Adult Health
Survey
Results

Submitted to:

Ms. Lynda Salcido
Public Health Director

Ms. Nancy Mahannah
Health Promotion Division Manager

Mono County Health and Human Services

437 Old Mammoth Rd, Suite Q
Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546

Prepared by:

Gregory Robinson, Ph.D.
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Adult Health Survey
Unincorporated Mono County

56.7) and June Lake, Lee Vining (Males, M= 54.3; Females M= 58.8) differ somewhat,
these differences are not statistically significant. Even disregarding the lack of statistical
significance because of the small sample size, while the higher average BMI among
males in Benton, Chalfont compared to men in June Lake, Lee Vining may be attributed
to the 4.1 year difference in average age between male respondents in these areas, the
women in June Lake are on average older than female survey respondents in Benton,
Chalfont, yet they show (on average) a lower BMI. In this case, the difference between
areas of the county with regard to BMI can not be wholly attributed to differences in the

average age in each area.

Figure 2. Average BMI by Unincorporated County Location by Gender

OFemales
E Males

ML, Crowley, Females

Benton,

Sun Sip Chalfont June Lake, )
Lee Vining BICESPONs
Walker,
Coleville

Alcohol Consumption
30-day Use

Of the 326 who answered the question, 213 (65.3%) AHS survey respondents had
consumed an alcoholic beverage in the 30 days preceding the survey, and 113 (34.7%)

had not. Although 69.2% of males compared to 63.1% of females reported drinking

10
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Adult Health Survey
Unincorporated Mono County

Table 11. Count and Proportion of Usual Exercise Activities

Usual Exercise Activity Count %
Walking, Hiking 129 | 50.1
Gardening, Yard Work 24| 9.5
Bicycling 21| 8.3
Running 20| 7.9
Indoor Aerobic, Cardio 9| 3.6
Weight Training 71 2.8
Yoga, Stretching 6| 2.4
Swimming, Water Aerobics 6| 24
Workout, Gym 41 1.6
Horseback Riding 31 1.2
Tennis 3] 1.2
Skiing 3| 1.2
Backpacking 3] 1.2
Golf 2| 038
Farm Work 2| 0.8
Other 11| 4.4

One hundred ninety (62.7%) of the
303 survey respondents who exercise
identified their usual exercise activity.
One hundred forty (73.7%) reported
one type of exercise, 38 (20.0%)
identified two types, and 12 (6.3%)
identified three types of exercise. All
of these are categorized in
descending order of frequency in
Table 11. The proportions are
computed with the total number of
activities identified by all 190
respondents (n=253) in the

denominator.

“Other”